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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1 . Claim 20 is objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c), as being of improper dependent 
form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. Applicant is 
required to cancel the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper 
dependent form, or rewrite the claim(s) in independent form. Claim 20 is failing to limit 
claim 17 due to the previous dependent claim 19. Claim 19 already restricts claim 17 to 
the limitation provided in claim 19. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

2. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

As to claims 1, there is no useful, clear, concrete, and tangible result being 
provided to the user. In claim 1, applicant loads a database driver based on the 
datasource configuration data and environment variable but is neither used in a 
disclosed practical application nor made available for use in support of a disclosed 
practical application. 

As to claims 2-4, claims 2-4 are also directed towards non-statutory subject 
matter because they depend from claim 1 and are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 for the 
same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 1 above. 

In order to overcome the 35 U.S.C 101 rejection examiner suggests that 
applicant supply a step that produces a useful, clear, concrete, and tangible result to the 
user. 
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As to claim 5, claim 5 is an apparatus with a means plus function but in light of 
the description by applicant on page 10, lines 1-15, the means is software perse. In 
particular, applicant states, "various embodiments of the invention are capable of being 
distributed as a program product in a variety of forms". Therefore, the claim lacks the 
necessary physical articles or objects to constitute a machine or a manufacture within 
the meaning of 35 USC 101 . It is clearly not a series of steps or acts to be a process nor 
are they a combination of chemical compounds to be a composition of matter. As such, 
it fails to fall within a statutory category. The claim, at best, is functional descriptive 
material perse. 

As to claims 6-8, claims 6-8 are also directed towards non-statutory subject 
matter because they depend from claim 5 and are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 for the 
same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 5 above. 

In order to overcome the 35 U.S.C 101 rejection examiner suggests that 
applicant supply a step that produces a useful, clear, concrete, and tangible result to the 
user. 

Note: That moving claims 7, 8 or both to claim 5 will not overcome the rejection 
of 35 U.S.C 101 because claims 7 and 8, according to applicant's specification, lack the 
means to produce a useful, clear, concrete, and tangible result to the user (See page 
13, line 25). Even though the management bean reports the success or failure, 
applicant does not explicitly show that the report is relayed to the user at a computer 
tenminal. 
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As to claim 9, claim 9 makes reference to a signal-bearing medium but in light of 
the description by applicant on page 10, lines 1-15, the claim could constitute some 
form of wave as a signal-bearing medium. Therefore, the claim lacks the necessary 
physical articles or objects to constitute a machine or a manufacture within the meaning 
of 35 USC 101 . It is clearly not a series of steps or acts to be a process nor are they a 
combination of chemical compounds to be a composition of matter. As such, it fails to 
fall within a statutory category. The claim, at best, is functional descriptive material per 
se. 

Also as to claims 9, there is no useful, clear, concrete, and tangible result being 
provided to the user. In claim 9, applicant attempts to connect to a database server via 
the database driver but is neither used in a disclosed practical application nor made 
available for use in support of a disclosed practical application. 

As to claims 10-12, claims 10-12 are also directed towards non-statutory subject 
matter because they depend from claim 9 and are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 for the 
same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 9 above. 

In order to overcome the 35 U.S.C 101 rejection examiner suggests that 
applicant supply a step that produces a useful, clear, concrete, and tangible result to the 
user. 

As to claims 13, there is no useful, clear, concrete, and tangible result being 
provided to the user. In claim 13, applicant attempts to connect to a database server via 
the database driver but is neither used in a disclosed practical application nor made 
available for use in support of a disclosed practical application. 
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As to claims 14-16, claims 14-16 are also directed towards non-statutory subject 
matter because they depend from claim 13 and are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 for the 
same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 13 above. 

In order to overcome the 35 U.S.C 101 rejection examiner suggests that 
applicant supply a step that produces a useful, clear, concrete, and tangible result to the 
user. 

Note: That moving claims 15, 16 or both to claim 13 will not overcome the 
rejection of 35 U.S.C 101 because claims 15 and 16, according to applicant's 
specification, lack the means to produce a useful, clear, concrete, and tangible result to 
the user (See page 13, line 25). Even though the management bean reports the 
success or failure, applicant does not explicitly show that the report is relayed to the 
user at a computer temninal. 

As to claim 17, claim 17 comprises the steps of configuring and does not 
explicitly recite the step, which presents a useful, clear, concrete, and tangible result. 
The steps of configuring the computer are not enough to be considered statutory 
subject matter. 

As to claims 18-20, claims 18-20 are also directed towards non-statutory subject 
matter because they depend from claim 17 and are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 for the 
same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 17 above. 

In order to overcome the 35 U.S.C. 101 rejection, the examiner suggest adding 
an additional step which portrays a useful, clear, concrete, and tangible result to the 
user. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 1, 5, 9, 13, and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, 
as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "scope data" in line 4. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 5 recites the limitation "scope data" in line 4. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 9 recites the limitation "scope data" in line 7. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 13 recites the limitation "scope data" in line 9. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 17 recites the limitation "scope data" in line 5. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 
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6. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by ("IBM 
WebSphere Application Server V5.0 System Management and Configuration: 
Websphere Handbook Series" published by IBM), henceforth cited as "WebSphere". 

As to claim 1, WebSphere clearly teaches a method comprising: receiving a 
scope level (see page 1, section 15.7.1, step 3); finding datasource configuration data based 
on the scope level (see page 4-5, section 15.7.2, focusing in on steps 3-6); finding an 
environment variable based on the scope data (see page 4, Tip 1-3; Note that the data source 
can be configured to use environmental variables to make the data source available on multiple nodes.); 
and loading a database driver based on the datasource configuration data and the 
environment variable (see page 4, Tip). 

As to claim 2, WebSphere clearly teaches the limitation of comprising: attempting 
a connection to a database server via the database driver (see page 7, step 7; Note that the 
connection pool uses a minimum and maximum pool size and a connection timeout to make database 
connections to multiple application servers.). 

As to claim 3, WebSphere clearly teaches the limitation of finding the datasource 
configuration data further comprises: determining whether the datasource configuration 
data exists at a current scope level (see page 4-5, 7, and 8; Note that the scope level is selected 
and then the datasource is selected and stored within a properties table. After the datasource is selected 
the system establishes a connection pool, which contains a series of connection timeouts. These 
timeouts determine whether the connection properties are correct and that a connection can be made to 
the database.). 

As to claim 4, WebSphere clearly teaches the limitation of finding the 
environment variable further comprises: determining whether the environment variable 
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exists at a current scope (see page 4-5, 7, and 8; Note that the scope level is selected and then the 
datasource is selected and stored within a properties table or an environmental variable is used to store 
the elements of the properties table. After the datasource is selected the system establishes a 
connection pool, which contains a series of connection timeouts. These timeouts determine whether the 
connection properties are correct and that a connection can be made to the database.). 

As to claim 5, claim 5 is an apparatus claim corresponding to method claim 1 but 
further adds the limitation of attempting a connection to a database server via the 
database driver. Claim 5 is rejected for the same reasons as set forth in the rejection of 
claim 1 above and the added limitation corresponds to the method claim 2 and therefore 
is rejected for the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 2 above. 

As to claim 6, claim 6 is an apparatus claim corresponding to the method claim 4 
and is rejected for the same reasons set forth by claim 4 above. 

As to claim 7, WebSphere clearly teaches the limitation of a means for reporting 
Success if the connection is successful (see section 9.5.2, page 3; Note the Installation 
Verification Test (IVT) reports both success and failure to the application.). 

As to claim 8, WebSphere clearly teaches the limitation of a means for reporting 
failure if the connection fails (see section 9.5.2, page 3; Note the Installation Verification Test (IVT) 
reports both success and failure to the application.). 

As to claim 9, claim 9 is a signal-bearing medium claim corresponding to method 
claim 1 but further adds the limitations of determining whether the datasource 
configuration data exists at a current scope level and attempting a connection to a 
database server via the database driver. Claim 9 is rejected for the same reasons as 
set forth in the rejection of claim 1 above and the added limitation of determining 
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whether the datasource configuration data exists at a current scope level corresponds 
to the method claim 3 and therefore is rejected for the same reasons set forth in the 
rejection of claim 3 above. As for the limitation of attempting a connection to a 
database server via the database driver, this limitation corresponds to the method claim 
2 and therefore is rejected for the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 2 
above. 

As to claim 10, claim 10 is an signal-bearing medium claim corresponding to the 
method claim 4 and is rejected for the same reasons set forth by claim 4 above. 

As to claim 1 1 , WebSphere clearly teaches the limitation of reporting success if 
the connection is successful (see section 9.5.2, page 3; Note the Installation Verification Test (IVT) 
reports both success and failure to the application.). 

As to claim 12, WebSphere clearly teaches the limitation of reporting failure if the 
connection fails (see section 9.5.2, page 3; Note the Installation Verification Test (IVT) reports both 
success and failure to the application.). 

As to claim 13, claim 13 is a computer system claim corresponding to method 
claim 1 but further adds the limitations of determining whether the datasource 
configuration data exists at a current scope level and attempting a connection to a 
database server via the database driver. Claim 13 also incorporates a processor and 
memory encoded with instructions. As to the processor and memory encoded with 
instructions, WebSphere in and of itself is an application that runs on a computer and it 
is inherent that a computer has a processor and memory with instructions that run the 
WebSphere application. The rest of claim 13 is rejected for the same reasons as set 
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forth in the rejection of claim 1 above and the added limitation of determining whether 
the datasource configuration data exists at a current scope level corresponds to the 
method claim 3 and therefore is rejected for the same reasons set forth in the rejection 
of claim 3 above. As for the limitation of attempting a connection to a database server 
via the database driver, this limitation corresponds to the method claim 2 and therefore 
is rejected for the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 2 above. 

As to claim 14, claim 14 is an apparatus claim corresponding to the method claim 
4 and is rejected for the same reasons set forth by claim 4 above. 

As to claim 15, WebSphere clearly teaches the limitation of reporting success if 
the connection is successful (see section 9.5.2, page 3; Note the Installation Verification Test (IVT) 
reports both success and failure to the application.). 

As to claim 16, WebSphere clearly teaches the limitation of reporting failure if the 
connection fails (see section 9.5.2, page 3; Note the Installation Verification Test (IVT) reports both 
success and failure to the application.). 

As to claim 17, WebSphere clearly teaches a method of configuring a computer 
to perform the method comprising: configuring the computer to receive a scope level 
(see page 1, section 15.7.1, step 3); configuring the computer to find datasource configuration 
data based on the scope level (see page 4-5, section 15.7.2, focusing in on steps 3-6); 
configuring the computer to find an environment variable based on the scope data (see 
page 4, Tip 1-3; Note that the data source can be configured to use environmental variables to make the 
data source available on multiple nodes.); and configuring the computer to load a database 
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driver based on the datasource configuration data and the environment variable (see 
page 4, Tip). 

As to claim 18, WebSphere clearly teaches the limitation of comprising: 
configuring the computer to attempting a connection to a database server via the 
database driver (see page 7, step 7; Note that the connection pool uses a minimum and maximum 
pool size and a connection timeout to make database connections to multiple application servers.). 

As to claim 19, WebSphere clearly teaches the limitation of configuring the 
computer to find the environment variable further comprises: configuring the computer 
to determining whether the environment variable exists at a current scope (see page 4-5, 
7, and 8; Note that the scope level is selected and then the datasource is selected and stored within a 
properties table or an environmental variable is used to store the elements of the properties table. After 
the datasource is selected the system establishes a connection pool, which contains a series of 
connection timeouts. These timeouts determine whether the connection properties are correct and that a 
connection can be made to the database.). 

As to claim 20, WebSphere clearly teaches the limitation of configuring the 
computer to determining whether the environment variable exists at a current scope (see 
page 4-5, 7, and 8; Note that the scope level is selected and then the datasource is selected and stored 
within a properties table or an environmental variable is used to store the elements of the properties table. 
After the datasource is selected the system establishes a connection pool, which contains a series of 
connection timeouts. These timeouts determine whether the connection properties are correct and that a 
connection can be made to the database.). 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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Doshi et al (U.S. 2005/0216781 A1 ) is cited to teach a method and system of 
alert notification. 

Sehgal et al (U.S. 2003/0195765 A1) is cited to teach a data exchange method 
and system. 
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supervisor, Christian Chace can be reached on 571-272-4190. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
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published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Inquiries 





